


as J'oanne ;ieyGrov_t 2 , editor ip/lj/oo 

The Journal o*f American History 
1 21 ^ LLst Atwater Avo., 

Blooraingto, Indiana 47401-3605 

Boar editor, 

- n my xetter of September 2& I wrote you, "Because not a word mker wrote is 



true- and this i3 litoral, not a figure of speech - I think you owe yourself, your 

publication, the history you corrupted a close to woru-for-word response annd a?e- 

any 

futatiow to tho absolutely incredible Luker atrocity you published without/checking 
at ail although he is incredibly defamatory in his falsifications and fabrications 
and without a single cited source (for there is and can be none for fabrications) 
or suitable or credible authority of any IdLndr"' 

^fter telling you tnat I was preparing a longer refutation of Luker 1 s complete 
fabrication I asked you to send him a copy of that 1 .tter jjland the longer refutation 
to come, nuu puu. auk me if 17 a lik e l y uu bu uu llml l 

The paragraph following that ai^ted above (s "Yet your magazine calls itself 
the Journal of American iiistory with such an irresponsible corruxition of it.VJith 
this you corrupt the minds of those who write and teach history* Or, you add to 
the corruption of it by those who in our society had the obligation to take the 
truth to tae people. $s no established historian or history publication did." 

You now say your objective was to get a dialogue going. In theory that is fine 

.. J 

but ii^prac id.se getting the professional ignoramus Luker to do it is as impartial as 

having Jitler Uritc impartially about hi£ nazisn. And v/hen a single word can be de- 

f amatory and misleading, refuting it is not possible by another single word. By 

restriction to two pages is inevitably unfair a) id unbalanced* Especially v;hen^ 

iiuker invents the slander that Wrone, I and others are like the"Holocauat deniers. 11 

I have published ten books and there is not any "theory. " in any one of them. 

as ^uker would jjave known if he load re^d any one of then. All thlse books come from 

tho official evidence, which I filednore tlian a dosenl'reodow of Information Act law- 
p£Ul 1 ^- dh ^^cXU\\ A — * 

suits to t ,et.\In all I forced into the public domain about a third of a million 

pages. So, this indecent man you accept as an authority males up out of nothing 



2 



at all that I hired Wrong to he my gofer* When I liad #11 tuose records in my home, 

aJ&vtti Jkoo 
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t$^>risiug but is fabrication* Which is what the government did before any critic 
could* luid what the government did to make t.ie impossible appe..ir to be possible 
is again something the historians and professional wrdters of history have not toxd 
the people so they could understand that they had had a de facto coup d'etat. 



There is no way n ehioh you can eliminate the harm you have done to your- 



self, to history and to those of us the unending liar, which is what Luker is, 
wit.h tho scanty space you offer for refutation* As tue Gerald Posners do, those 
whose ends are served by lies and libels will quote only wiiat suits thorn. It is 



because fairnewikis i~:posaiblo with the dishonest and unfair situation you made 

-• . ...... ,rywW tcs**x- 

by having $ subject-matter ignoramus with venor’ in his aleod- to do your \review. 
And let him libel and slander those who have done the work he lias not done and 



write with authority, as ho cannot and does not. lie writes history as iiitle^did* 



And when the libel is np parent —and intended- you don't care a bit because you will 

offer the injured a few words when a book could be written without recycling for 

/ 

hist zjoy what should have boon written for it* 



When it is retyped you will get what will have to do me for history's record 

if our historians ever moot their responsibility in a society like ours* 

I a3ked y~u to got -buker to provide Iris alleged sources for what can have no 

sources because it is fabrication, falsehood ^tended to defame,, as it dojjfes. 

(juIct 4 . ^ t - 1 ij $ ( f 

lh^t is no w.iy to fbtart a k l i ho natio n, wit li ^fabrication presented as truth 
when not a word of it is* I suggest that you *411 help your reputation by asking 
Miker to provide Ms alleged source and then by publishing wiiat he provides or does 
not provide. With Lie, if he provides anything at all for tot:. 4 untrutfa and fabrication, 
allowed to comment on it. 



I regret t at as you and others aid in the past, you again fail to meet your 

mi 

responsibilities, personally and professionally. Sincerely, iiurold weisberg 



